Wealth in the Using
manners of traditional "good form." A vague feeling
that this would be so induces some people to oppose
any approach to economic equality; for such people
enjoy looking up to their "betters" almost as much
as they enjoy looking down on the rest. Conscious
resistance to social equality is now organized in
dictatorship by a party membership of superior
persons and an adoration of "leaders" and "under-
leaders." But policy in the democratic tradition may
appeal to more civilized tastes.
Finally, a more equal sharing of economic wealth
would mean that a larger proportion of wealth (as
in roads and parks) was obviously "common" in the
sense that it was maintained by public policy and
used by all and sundry. But the sense that this large
proportion of what was enjoyed was, in that definite
sense, "common" good would greatly increase the
feeling of responsibility for the community and of
devotion to the community. Private wealth would
then attract less attention. The appetite for private
gain would be less widespread and less virulent.
Not that men and women would necessarily become
more virtuous. That is not the point. But they would
feel more satisfaction in those forms of good which
can be most easily obtained in common. A private
garden, for example, may be an excellent thing to
possess and enjoy; but the enjoyment to be derived
from a great public park with swimming-pools and
playgrounds is quite different from the enjoyment
of one's own backyard. It is not more virtuous to
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